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Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 



Application No. 

10/687,851 



Examiner 

Robert M. Pond 



Applicant(s) 
CIRULLI ET AL. 



Art Unit 

3625 



All Participants: 

(1) Robert M. Pond . 

(2) Mr. Hunter Webb. #54.593 . 
Date of Interview: 3 November 2010 



Status of Application: Pending 

(3) ■ 

(4) ■ 

Time: 2 PM EDT 



Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes ^ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

103(a) 

Claims discussed: 



Prior art documents discussed: 

Adams (US 7117165); Gune (paper #201 0071 8) 



SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

Concluded discussions pertaining to proposed amendment resulting from discussions held 7 October 2010. The proposed 
amendment appears to overcome previously cited prior art Gune. A search update beyond Gune revealed Adams US 71 1 7165. A 
review of Adams by both parties indicated further consideration is required in an effort to potentially perfect claims for allowance or 
follow another course of action. 



Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



/Robert M. Pond/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3625 

(Applicanl/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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